A SURVEY of the literature reveals that there is considerable discrepancy as to the normal values of the horizontal ductions of the eyes. Table I analyses the results obtained by various authorities. It will be seen that the results vary widely, and difficulty is encountered in explaining these divergent findings. Un- fortunately comparison between the conclusions of different observers is rendered difficult., since in many instances no mention is made of the type of instrument employed, or of the kind of target used.
The present investigation represents an attempt to establish the normal range of ductions. For this purpose, the following procedure was adopted. The possible influence of the nature of the target requires further investigation, but in the present study, use was made of only two targets. One was a simple flat fusion target, and the other was a stereoscopic target of the bucket type. With the variable prism stereoscope, the target at distance was a letter of the 6/6 or 6/9 line of Snellen type; while at near, the line of letters on the Sheard card was employed. For measuring the ductions at distance with the stereoscopic target using the variable prism stereoscope, the pictures were placevd in the instrument with +300 dioptre lenses in the eye-pieces, and these were removed for measuring the corresponding ductions at near.
Measurements were taken after the existing error of refraction had been corrected. The inter-pupillary distance of each patient was measured, the distance phoria was read on the Maddox tangent scale, and the Maddox wing was used for measuring tfie near phoria. Examination of the subject was completed with one ... 9 0* 04 8-6*0 4 8 5 04 9!2-0 3 97 0 4 9 54-03 9'0940,15 N1
... 13'2403 13'8 0A4 13'7*04 13'9*03 14'3*05 12'6 0O5 13'61*0 16 N2.
... 117*0 3 11 9* 03 12'7*0 4 12'3*03 11 8*04 117 04 12 040115 Table VII , the combined results for all ages are given. In the tables, D represents the duction at distance, N the duction at near, 1 represents a flat target, and 2 a stereoscopic target. All results are expressed in prism dioptres. Table  VIII shows those groups where significance, or bordering on significance, has been established. Influence of type of target. Table VII gives the means for all ages, with the two types of target. In order to find whether there was any significant difference between Dl and D2, and between Ni and N2 for abduction and adduction for each -of the instruments used, Table IX was drawn up; this gives the results of the analysis. The differences were tested by the use of the formula Standard error of differences = V S1 + S2
where Si and S2 are the standard errors of the means of, the component parts, as given in tables III to VI.
Where, however, this method did not yield, significant differences, the more rigorous method of using individual differences was used; that is to say, if DI and D2 were to be compared, the difference D1-D2 was calculated for each Table IX shows that significant difference in the two types of target is present in most but not all of the ductions tested. Thesedifferences were not all in the same direction, nor, from the .practical point of view, could they be considered as being great. Such tumours sometimes show local malignancy, and may bring about the death of the patient after repeated operation or extenteration of the orbit. A fatal termination may also be due to direct spread, in one case to the meninges and involving the cervical glands (Jack and Verhoeff). Lane found metastasis in seven out 
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